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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1-8, 11-16 and 20-24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baird et al. (US 2005/0275871, and further in view of Kishimoto (US 2002/0035576). 

Regarding claim 1, Baird discloses a method comprising: 
providing digital image data (facsimile data); 

determining an identity of a user associated with a communications device (page 1 , 
paragraph [0010]); and 

Although Baird teaches converting the contents of the fax to a TIFF file and then 
attaching it to an email message (page 4, [0073]), he does not explicitly disclose defining a 
modified version of the provided digital image data, based on the determined identity of the user. 
Kishimoto discloses ". . . file format conversion program module 183d" (page 4, [0055]) which 
converts the attached file to a format desired by the user (end of paragraph [0065]). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use such program in Baird' s 
system in order to enable the users to view the attachments in a variety of formats (Kishimoto: 
abstract). 
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Regarding claim 2, Baird discloses the method of claim 1, wherein providing the image 
data, comprises: scanning a hardcopy document to produce the digital image data (facsimile). 

Regarding claim 3, Baird discloses the method of claim 1, wherein providing the digital 
image data, comprises: receiving an image file for attachment to an email message ([0073]). 

Regarding claim 4, Baird discloses the method of claim 1, wherein determining the 
identity of the user associated with the communications devices comprises accessing network 
login data associated with a device coupled to a communication network ([0067]). 

Regarding claim 5, Baird discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising: accessing 
machine-identifying data in a memory associated with the communications device; wherein 
defining the modified version of the provided digital image data, based on the determined 
identity of the user includes defining the modified version based on the accessed machine- 
identifying data [0071-0074]). 

Regarding claim 6, Baird discloses the method of claim 1, wherein determining the 
identity of the user comprises receiving data via a control panel of the communications device 
[0011]. 

Regarding claim 7, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the method of claim 1, 
wherein defining the modified version of the provided digital image data, based on the 
determined identity of the user, comprises: retrieving image-modification data from a database, 
based on the determined identity; and defining the modified version of the provided image data 
based on the retrieved image-modification data (please refer to the arguments under claim 1). 

Regarding claim 8, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the method of claim 7, 
wherein defining the modified version of the provided image data based on the retrieved image- 
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modification data, comprises changing the image data to indicate identity of the user (Kishimoto 
teaches converting (changing) the attachment (image data) based on the user's identified format 
[Kishimoto, 0065]. 

Regarding claim 11, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the method of claiml, 
further comprising communicating the modified version of the provided image data to a digital 
data receiver (Kishimoto, [0065]). 

Regarding claims 12-14 the recitation " a machine readable medium" has not been given 
patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not 
accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended 
use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for 
completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See 
In reHirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 
88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 

Regarding claim 12-15, please refer to the argum3ents under claim 1. 

Regarding claim 16, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the method of claim 
15, wherein changing scanned image data associated with the hardcopy document, based on 
identity data associated with the digital image sender, comprises: determining identity of a user 
of the digital image sender, based on network login information for the user; retrieving image- 
modification data from a database, based on the determined identity; and changing the scanned 
image data based on the retrieved image-modification data (Kishimoto: [0056] and [0065]). 
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Regarding claim 20, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses an apparatus 
comprising: a scanner; a control panel; and a scanner; a control module coupled to the scanner 
and the control panel, the control module including: a processor; and a storage medium coupled 
to the processor including instructions for: determining an identity of a user associated with the 
apparatus; and defining a modified version of scanned image data from the scanner, based on the 
determined identity of the user (Kishimoto: [0053], [0056] and [0065]). 

Regarding claim 21, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the apparatus of 
claim 20, wherein the instructions for defining the modified version of the scanned image data, 
based on the determined identity of the user, comprise instructions for: retrieving image- 
modification data from a database, based on the determined identity; and defining the modified 
version of the image data based on the retrieved image-modification data (Kishimoto: [0056] and 
[0065]). 

Regarding claims 22 and 23, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the apparatus 
of claim 21, further including a network communications device for communicating the modified 
version of the scanned image data using a network communications protocol (Kishimoto: 
[0056]). 

Regarding claim 24, combination of Baird and Kishimoto discloses the apparatus 
comprising: a scanner; a control panel; a scanner; and a control module coupled to the scanner 
and the control panel, the control module including: means for determining an identity of a user 
associated with the apparatus; and means for defining a modified version of scanned image data 
from the scanner, based on the determined identity of the user (Please refer to the arguments 
under claim 1 and also kishimoto [0053-0056]). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 9, 10 and 17-19 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Houshang Safaipour whose telephone number is (571)272-7412. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. from 6:00am to 2:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (571)272-7402. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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